Dear Jim, I have spared you what you aight regard as ay strong over-reaction to the latest 
froa £bch. I had ignored his one befifiee it, a lane apology saying he did not intend to speak 
of ay pverty as he had. This tine he included the draft of an article for the Nation. Without 
prior consultation with us on out plans or what it could do to them etc. The piece itself is 
good, except for a few errors, largely doctrinal, which always nakes me wonder. But aside froa 
all of this and the ethical questions it raises there is oeathing I deliberately omitted in 
ay violent reaction ^not entirely because I really wa3 that angry and disappointed in hin), 
of which I sent Lesar a copy. I want Lesar to see for himself that all of Paul's protests that 
he did not understand what I was driving at after all ny explanations was false. S 3 takes the 
identical line, the possibility of Nixonian misuse. This mean he understood it without prompt- 
ing from ae or understood it after I explained it. x t also means that his complaints that he 
did not understand, that I was aountainiag a milehill, that he needed core ex plana tions, had 
aone other purpose. So, I wonder even more and trust ny instincts even more.. ..Not necessarily 
related, Lifton is no longer reilly hiding from Lesar that he has been stealing ny King/kay 
work. He has phoned and written Jia who, having been tipped off on Lifton' s method,’ was alert. 

have not yet seen the letter t but in each case Lesar got the idea that Lifton was stealing and 
had the intent of stealing more from him. We have such friends we need no enenies...As you will 
gather from the enclosed, Lesar today is in Memphis. He saw Hay yesterday. I talked Bud out of 
ny going only in part so I could do other work. I have written ^ia that one of the objectives of 
the strength of t ay response to Hoch is to encourage hin to break off. I assume he has emotional 
problems and avoid affronting his ego by doing it myself. HI will resent strongly what I have said. 
I want that because he is behaving badly and because I want no more of this deeply upsetting stuff 
that interferes with work. This is oneof the reasons I was quite unrestrained. I am past the 
point .'here I'll even try to contend with ethical, moral or emotional deficiencies of the younger 
ones. The benefits do not equal the cost. u . , . 

prr . . ^ H * - tod the back of ay uind is the lingering notion that 

something to do with the Alvarez business, at least once, maybe both times. Me denied 
only that Alvarez could influence his degree. That, the nelonty and other things are more than 
enough for apprehension. And I need no more emotional burdens. Best, HW 8/21/74 



